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Panama affair at the end of the century, and burst into open
flame in the Dreyfus case. The link between anti-semitism and
rabid militarist nationalism was the charge that the Jews served
as the agents of foreign powers—especially of Germany—
undermining the preparedness and security of France.1
The charge of espionage brought against Captain Dreyfus,
a Jewish officer, was readily accepted by the military tribunal
and he was duly sent to Devil's Island. This success was equally
naturally followed by a concerted drive to expel all Jews and
Protestants from the armed forces of France. It was a drive
engineered and carried out by the clericalist, ultra-nationalist
members of the General Staff. Only gradually did it become
clear that the isolated case of Dreyfus was but one item in a vast
conspiracy against the Republic: a truth which dawned only
when the document which had condemned him came to be
strongly suspected of being a forgery. The upheaval in the
French Army, occasioned by charges and counter-charges,
gradually attracted wider public attention. Each new revela-
tion in the vast and sensational scandal roused public opinion
to still more feverish unrest. The recent scandals connected
with parliamentary politicians were forgotten in this greater
and more intriguing scandal concerning the Army itself. And
the issues raised soon clarified into fundamental issues regard-
ing the very nature of democratic society itself. A new mystique
was born: the mystique of civilianism.2
1	Cf.  D. W. Brogan: op. cit., pp.  5274-84.  By  1894, as Roger
Soltau points out (op. cit., p. 33^), 'the vast majority of French officers
were avowedly anti-Semites', and see details in A. ZeVaes: op. cit.,
p. 221 ff.
2	No attempt has been made here to tell the story of the Dreyfus
affair. It has already been admirably told in D. W. Brogan: op. cit.,
Book VII; and in French by Joseph Reinach: Histoire de I3 Affaire Drey-
fus (7 Vols. 1901-11); Louis Leblois: L* Affaire Dreyfus (1929); Daniel
Halevy: Apologie pour Notre Passe (1910).
Among the many accounts by the leading participants, see for the
Dreyfusards the documents and material in Pierre Dreyfus: Dreyfus,
his Life and Letters (English translation, 1937); H. Dutrait-Crozon:
Precis de VAffaire Dreyfus (1924); Georges Clemenceau Ulniquite, Sur la
Reparation, La Hcnte (3 Vols.. 1903); Anatole France: Vile des Pin-

